STUDIES  IN  A  DYING   CULTURE
revolutionary, as he thinks, he is evolutionary. In
striving for bourgeois freedom and fair competition he
produces by this very action an increase in the social
restraints he hates. He builds up the big bourgeoisie in
trying to support the Htde, although he may make
himself a big bourgeois in the process. He increases
unfairness by trying to secure fairness. Free trade gives
birth to tariffs, Imperialism and monopoly, because it
is hastening the development of bourgeois economy,
and these things are the necessary end of bourgeois
development. He calls into being the things he loathes
because, as long as he is in the grip of the bourgeois
illusion that freedom consists in absence of social plan-
ning, he must put himself, by loosening social ties,
more powerfully in the gnp of coercive social forces.
This * revolutionary * liberal, this hater of coercion
and violence, this lover of free competition, dais friend
of liberty and human rights, is therefore the very man
damned by history not merely to be powerless to stop
these things, but to be forced by his own efforts to
produce coercion and violence and unfair competition
and slavery. He does not merely refrain from opposing
bourgeois violence, he generate it, by helping on the
development of bourgeois economy.
To-day, as die bourgeois pacifist, he helps to generate
tlie violence, war, and Fascist and Imperialist brutality
he hates. In so far as he is a genuine pacifist and not
mcfdy a completely muddled man hesitating between
die paths of revolution and no*ircx>operation, his thesis
is this, * I bale violence and war and social oppression,
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